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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 November 2001 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) r is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1.4-9.12-14 and 17 is/are rejected. 
7® Claim(s) 2.3.10,11.15 and 16 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner, Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 2, the phrase "each mobile station a slot has a unique partial 
address" is indefinite. Specifically, the examiner is unclear if the applicant intends to 
claim "each mobile station in a slot has a unique partial address" or "for each mobile 
station a slot has a unique partial address" or "each mobile station slot has a unique 
partial address". 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 1 and 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Dailey (US006577874B1 ) in view of Alley et al (US006487264B1 ). 

Regarding claim 1 , Dailey discloses a system where a base station selects a 

temporary identification number for a mobile terminal (see column 4, lines 58-65), which 

reads on the claimed "method of addressing mobile stations in a wireless 

communication system". The radio base station has stored in base station memory a 

table of mobile identification numbers associated with assigned temporary logical 

identification numbers (see column 13, lines 3-8), which reads on the claimed "obtaining 

a list of mobile addresses". Dailey fails to teach using a portion of the address as the 

temporary address. 

Alley et al discloses an RF modem apparatus (see column 1 , lines 17-22) that 
uses the least significant byte in place of the full 32 bit address (see column 12, lines 
45-49), which reads on the claimed "determining a partial address length and portion to 
communicate with each mobile station". 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Dailey with Alley et al to include the above use of the least 
significant byte in order to simplify the determination of the temporary ID. 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Dailey and Alley et al teaches the use of 
the least significant byte as the temporary ID (see Alley et al column 12, lines 45-49), 
which reads on the claimed "selecting a consecutive portion of the address as the 
partial address". 
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Regarding claim 5, the combination of Dailey and Alley et al discloses that by 
using a relatively short temporary identification number, messages can be sent and 
received over a single time slot (see Dailey column 5, lines 21-25), which reads on the 
claimed "setting the partial address length to a frame length or less". 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Dailey and Alley et al discloses that by 
assigning a relatively short temporary identification number, messages from the mobile 
terminal can include more payload information (see Dailey column 5, lines 6-10), which 
reads on the claimed "selecting a partial address length to minimize the bits transmitted 
by the wireless communication system". 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Dailey and Alley et al discloses that the 
temporary logical identification number is used to identify the mobile terminal in a group 
call origination message (see Dailey column 1 1 , lines 3-9), which reads on the claimed 
"addressing the mobile stations using addresses of the partial address length". 
4. Claims 8, 9, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dailey in view of Alley et al, and further in view of Rossin 
(US005781143A). 

Regarding claim 8, Dailey discloses a system where a base station selects a 
temporary identification number for a mobile terminal (see column 4, lines 58-65) in a 
cellular communications system where a base station can provide radio telephone 
communications to one or more mobile terminals (see column 1, lines 30-49), which 
reads on the claimed "wireless communication system comprising a plurality of mobile 
stations" and "base station which communicates with the plurality of mobile stations", 
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each station having a MIN which uniquely identifies it (see column 1 1 , lines 33-37), 
which reads on the claimed "each mobile station has a unique address". The radio 
base station has stored in base station memory a table of mobile identification numbers 
associated with assigned temporary logical identification numbers (see column 13, lines 
3-8). Dailey fails to teach using a portion of the address as the temporary address. 

Alley et al discloses an RF modem apparatus (see column 1, lines 17-22) that 
uses the least significant byte in place of the full 32-bit address (see column 12, lines 
45-49), which reads on the claimed "determine a partial address length and portion to 
communicate with each mobile station". 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Dailey with Alley et al to include the above use of the least 
significant byte in order to simplify the determination of the temporary ID. Alley et al 
fails to expressly disclose the comparing of addresses. 

Rossin discloses a method of assigning identifiers where a receiver compares a 
transmitted ID to the ID numbers in EEPROM to determine if the ID is already assigned. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the combination of Dailey and Alley et al in order to prevent 
assigning the same ID to two different terminals. 

Regarding claim 9, the combination of Dailey, Alley et al and Rossin discloses 
the use of a TDMA system using frames (see column 5, lines 21-25). In TDMA 
systems, a mobile terminal monitors a slot for its address to determine if it is being 
paged. 
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Regarding claim 12, the combination of Dailey, Alley et al and Rossin discloses 
that the least significant byte may be used as the temporary ID (see Alley et al column 
12, lines 45-49), which reads on the claimed "the partial address is selected from 
consecutive bits of the unique address". 

Regarding claim 13, the combination of Dailey, Alley et al and Rossin discloses 
that by using a relatively short temporary identification number, messages can be sent 
and received over a single time slot (see Dailey column 5, lines 21-25), which reads on 
the claimed "the partial address length is frame length or less". 

5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dailey in 
view of Fan etal (US006625124B1). 

Regarding claim 14, Dailey discloses a system where a base station selects a 
temporary identification number for a mobile terminal (see column 4, lines 58-65), which 
reads on the claimed "wireless communication system". Dailey fails to teach varying the 
address lengths. 

Fan et al discloses a method of reassigning shortened addresses to each device 
on the network (see column 3, lines 24-26) where the length of short addresses in bits is 
determined most simply by the number of bits needed to provide a unique short address 
to each device (see column 5, lines 60-65), which reads on the claimed "varying the 
address length" and "selecting a partial address length which results in each terminal of 
the wireless communication system obtaining unique partial address". 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Dailey with Fan et al to include the different address lengths in 
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order to provide overhead savings as suggested by Fan et al (see column 5, lines 54- 
59). 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dailey in 
view of Fan et al as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view of Alley et al 
(US006487264B1). 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of Dailey and Fan et al fails to expressly 
disclose the use of consecutive bits in the temporary address. 

Alley et al discloses an RF modem apparatus (see column 1 , lines 17-22) that 
uses the least significant byte in place of the full 32-bit address (see column 12, lines 
45-49), which reads on the claimed "determine a partial address length and portion to 
communicate with each mobile station". 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the combination of Dailey and Fan et al with Alley et al to include 
the above use of part of the full address in the temporary address in order to simplify the 
determination of the temporary ID. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 2,3, 10, 11, 15 and 1 6 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 



. Application/Control Number: 09/989,801 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2686 

Regarding claim 2, the prior art applied fails to disclose or render obvious a 
method of addressing mobile stations in a wireless communication system comprising: 
obtaining a list of mobile addresses; and determining a partial address length and 
portion to communicate with each mobile station, further comprising sorting the list of 
mobile addresses by slot location so that each mobile station a slot has a unique partial 
address. 

Regarding claim 10, the prior art applied fails to disclose or render obvious a 
wireless communication system comprising: a plurality of mobile stations, wherein each 
mobile station has a unique address; a base station which communicates with the 
plurality of mobile stations, the base station comparing the addresses of each mobile 
station to determine a partial address length at which each mobile station may be 
uniquely identified, wherein each of the mobile stations monitors a specific slot for its 
address and wherein the base station determines a partial address length at which each 
mobile station with a specific slot may be uniquely identified. 

Regarding claim 15, the prior art applied fails to disclose or render obvious a 
method of varying the address length in a wireless communication system comprising: 
selecting a partial address length which results in each terminal of the wireless 
communication system obtaining a unique partial address, further comprising dividing 
the addresses into groups based on the monitored slot, wherein each address in a 
group is unique. 

Conclusion 
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8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Perelman (EP000507125A2) discloses a method and apparatus for addressing 
users in a network. 

Le Goff et al (US0064381 27B1 ) discloses a process and apparatus for the 
operation of virtual private networks on a common data packet communication network. 

Moon et al (US 200301 2341 3A1) discloses RSMA control device and method for 
mobile communication system. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bryan J Fox whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
8994. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on (703) 305-4379. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



872-9306. 





